
PUJ3LE ~ ~ A s r g u s t  l.8, 1965 

Appeal rP)4 $315 Theodore Shapiro, e t  a le  a&ellants, 

The Zolling bsiministrator District of Cohmbia, appellee, 

On motion duly aade, seconded and unanimoasly carried the followirne; Order 
uas entered on Aumt 25, 1965: 

That the appeal for  permission t o  establish a c o m n i t ~ r  playground a t  
1919-a New Hampshirs Aven~e, Hew., lo t s  @, 54 t h m  57, inc . , 806 thnr 8l.0, 
ino, sqtrare 176, be granted, 

A s  the result of an inspet ion of the property by the Board, and f raa~  the 
records and the evid.eme add~ced a t  the hearing, the Board finds thefollowing 
facts: 

(1) Appellant 1 8  lots, which are located in the R-5-4 Mstr ic t  and are, 
umimpmped, have a frontage of 150,W feet  on Hew Hampshire A+me and contain 
an area of U,294 square feet. 

(2) Appellant requests permission t o  u t i l h e  this property as a neighborhod 
playground t o  keep children off the street.  They wil l  provide a picket fence 
around the area and will have swings which were donated by the D. C, Becreation 
Department. The l o t  w i l l  be operated f r o m  day t o  day by the Neighborhood Council 
& w i l l  baused for  children in the neighborhood, 

(3) A witness at the hearing stated tha t  ehe has aeon the d e f h i t e  need 
of the children on the streets,  

(4) The owner of the property atatdd that  the proposed lease is for  two 
years wlth option t o  cternwl on th i r ty  days notice, 

(5) The proposed use i a  not organised for profit  but emlnsLmly for the 
~omot ion  of the social welfare of the neighbhrhood i n  whiuh it is t o  be 
looat ed, 

(6) No ar t ic les  of commerce wi l l .  be sold on the premises, 

(7) Them was no spposition registered a t  the public hearing t o  the granting 
of t h i s  appeal. However,ihere was a l e t t e r  on fib In opposition, 

It is our opinion thatthis  use f a l l s  within the purview of paragraph 3101.45 
of the Zoning Regttlations aa it i e  a local pwground operated by a local eol~rmrnity 
organization, 

It is our further opinion that  the use i s  not U k e l y t o  become objectionable 
in this Meidence District beoause of noise ar t ra f f ic  and the use will be 
reason~bly necessary and convenient t a  the neighborhood in which it is t o  be 
bcated. 


